= taxed heavily. for every line and tint.” 


Vol. VIL.—No. 14. 


u For always in thine eyes, O Liberty! 
Shines that high light whereby the world is saved; 
And though thoi slay w: we will trust in. thee.” 


< JOHN HAY. 


On Picket Duty. 


A new drama by | Henrik Ibsen will shortly be issued 
in an English version in: ‘London on the same day 
that the original appears in ‘Copenhagen. — “Law and 
order” will probably receive another crushing blow, 
and radical literature will” be enriched by. another 
work of genius. 


`- President Gates cf Amherst said in ss re- 
=: cently that “no majority. has a right 

pleases uniess it pleases. to do right.” 

Gutes meant that the majority has a right 

that which everybody thinks right, then : 

an enemy of Democratic government. . Not only ma- 
jorities,. but. minorities, and even individuals, have a 
right to do that which everybody considers right. 
But if he meant that the majority may. only do that 
`- ‘which it thinks right, then he said nothing that was 
‘not known and accepted before by every, believer i in 
Democratic government. 


The editor of “Today,” i in paying his ‘compliments 
to the “persons who call themselves tariff reformers,” 
and who “are very much exercised just now over the 
retention of the duty on works of art,” says: “The 
shallowness of the movement in favor of ‘free art’ is 
disclosed by the consideration that it was only the 
more expensive forms, as original works in marble or 
on canvas, which it was proposed to exempt from du- 
ties. All the cheaper. forms of artistic representations 
— engravings, etchings, chromos, plaster, and bisque 
figures — were to be ‘sacrificed to tho tariff mongers. 
In other words, the rich were to be permitted to deco- 
“rate their homes cheaply, bat t the poor were » be 


Gronlund’s “final eee as ie phil 
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safe. In a few months the girl will be free, and — 
well, the court and newspapers have advertised her 
charms. 

The English Anarchists have long wanted a paper 
more thoroughly and completely representative of their 
views than the several Individualistic organs published 
in their own country. Able as these are, they do not 
meet the pressing need of the hour. They do not em- 
phatically demand Individualism in those matters where 
the lack of it is most disastrously felt. Consequently 
the English Anarchists have had to rely thus far on 
Liberty as their only organ. But Liberty could not do 
the work required nearly as effectively as a journal 
governed by similar principles and policy but more 
especially adapted to English readers and institutions. 
Influenced by these considerations, Albert Tarn, with 
the codperation of other comrades, has started “The 
Herald of Anarchy,” which will be published in Lon- 
don monthly. The October number, which has al- 
ready appeared, promises well for its future. Address 
57, Chancery Lane, London, W. C., England. 


The London “National Reformer” has lost its best 
contributor. Mr. J. H. Levy, who for many years has 


written an article for each number over the-signature |. 


“D,” has-been forced by ill health to discontinue this 
branch of his public work. Mr. Bradlaugh’s journal 
is edited with great ability, and has always maintained 
a high standard, but no feature of it has been as inter- 
esting or instructive as “D.’s” essays. The majority 
of the readers eagerly op2ned the paper to “D.'s” page 
first of all. 
a phenomenally acute intellect deals with nearly every 
religious, political, and social problem of the time. A 
collection of them would form one of the most valu- 
able of books. It is gratifying to know that such a 
collection is contemplated, and will be published if an 
advance subscription for five hundred copies can be 
obtained. Persony desiring to subscribe should ad- 
dress “Charles Bradlaugh, National Reformer, London, 
England.” I have sent my name to Mr. Bradlaugh, 
and hope that many readers of Liberty will do the 


E ‘same. 


The Boston aldermen, having witnessed the pre- 


-p \ sentation of the “Clemenceau Case” at the expense 
>| of the taxpayers, decided that the play is too wicked 


and demoralizing to be seen by the ordinary citizen 
and canceled the license of the theatre at which ‘the 


:. | play. was produced. Now the Chicago aldermen talk 


of suppressing the play should the company visit Chi- 
cago. Of course they will go to see and judge it. That 
they are well qualified to play the part of literary 
critics and dramatic censors may be seen from the fol- 
lowing remarkable statement of one of the Cigo 
aldermen interviewed by a reporter of the “Tribune” 

“T am surprised,” said Alderman O’Brien to the re- 


| porter, “that Mr. Dumas could write anything so im- 


moral. He used to be all right. Why, I see a piece 
of his once that he wrote for Jimmy O'Neill. _‘ Monte 


| Christo’ was the name of it, and no more moraler 


piece was ever wrote. There was one part in it where 
Jim used to say, ‘the world is mine!’ Do you remem- 


ber that? It always made me get up and howl. TI 


go snd see this here 1 new. piece, and if it ain't right it’s 


In this extraordinary series of articles. 


‘Robert Ferral. 


Whole No. 170 


chism and voluntary codperation than any other State 
There is in this State a four-mile law; namely, tha 
there shall be no licensed saloon within four. miles ( 
an institution of learning unless the town or is 
incorporated. When the people of any. ! localit 
to get rid of saloons they return their charter 
State, and then the only authorities are. the 
e There is consequently no local _governme: 
Very many towns of the State are living in a practi 
Anarchism, and don’t see a public officer, ex 
postmaster, for weeks at.a time. I have never se 
quieter, more orderly community in my life tha 
But without a charter there can be no l 
consequently all public improvements must 
by voluntary contributions. I have just seer 


dollar — a dollar that would not have been given 
the money been raised by taxation. People her 
surprised when I tell them they are ee 
arohistig idea: 


ist party in this eote, shares my views 

me, Mr. Vivian; but I don’t admit that 

laugh is the best possible company and that 
leader of the Individualist party in Englan 

in Parliament does not make a man a | 
Bradlaugh is far behind, and follows rather t 

the truly progressive ‘Individualists. He hin 
not unconscious of this. Turning to his article în 
“Whirlwind,” I read as follows: “ At the ris 

ing regarded as a very weak-kneed Individua 


‘ever, I cannot go with Dr. Engländer for. th 


of the State. Nor can I quite accept as practi 
earnestly rigid Individualism of Mr. Auberon ‘Herbert. 
T am content to loosen a trammel now and ther, 

ing to bolder men the assertion of completer freedon 
We. may recognize the value of Mr. Bradiaugh’ 
services, but it is the bolder men. who assert comp! 
freedom that make the best possivie company. 


A Foretaste of the Future.. 
[Freethought.] 

Three of the loaders of Nationalism in this State are stand 
ing upon the points of the triangle of discord with no - 
mon ground. between them. Thos. v. Cator, who led the. 
split in the convention last ‘winter, is opposed by i 
G. Haskell, of Kaweah, and by W. C. Owen, of Los Angel 


also severed thei: business and other relations, 
nouncing the Kaweah colcay scheme as an autocrac: 
clining longer to advertise the“ Kaweah Co 

Mr. Cator is runnirg for “Congress ona Reie 
ticket; Mr. H.G. W ilshire, of Orange Coun:: 

for the same posi tion on a * let-the-producer-ha’ 
duct” platform. Mr. Haskell has ran for Ka 
there. Mr. Cator’s candidacy has split: the Paci 

ist Club, s portion of whose members decline to go 
tice, It has likewise bred discord i in the Singe T : 


whose most distinguished member; Judge J. G 
broken away from the candidate, «1d will vote 
Mr. C. F. Burgman, 

the Pacifi e Nationalist Club, ‘declares i 
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Beauties of Semma. a 
[Clippings trom the Presa.) ; ; 
A Washington correspe ident: € the “í Globe-Democrat ” 
says that “one of the most actis ‘for 8 


this affair. Before the Silv 

`of silver taken in by:the various Sool for the expected 1 rise 
was 40,000,000 ounces. : No money. was spent in  Naseineio 
to influence legislation ; ; noy 

of them were shown how they : 

speculating on the rise of silver which was sure to follow ‘the 
passage of a favorable bill.” < Several Senators ana ‘Repre- 
sentatives put in their money. and took a few thousand 
ounces apiece. There were others- whe hadn’t the money to 
speculate with. It was ‘arranged: that the’ impecanious 
should: have certain Amounts carried for them by the pools. 


The Seiidtors and en ese] 
er was asa got the profi : 





of Washington and Jefferson on lotteries, i am raising 


Jfac-similes of the tickets of the Mountain Road Lottery, con- 


ducted by Washington, and the United States Lottery, 
chartered by the Continental Congress in 1776. All these 
pamphlets were seized at the post-office, on the ground that 
they violated the new anti-lottery law, inasmuch as they 


» | contained advertisements of the lotteries of 1768 and 1776. | 


During the session the roll was called 462 times. It takes, 
on the average, 24 minutes to cal! the roll, so that 11,088 
minutes were thus occupies. This was 184 hours. The 
average length of the d:ty session of the House was_ five 
hours, and, therefore, ao less than th'rty-six and four-fifths 
days of the session "ere spent in simply calling the roll of 
the Representatives. It is almost. impossible to get at the 
exact cost to the people of the House of Representatives, but 
it is estimated at $6,500 a day, on the basis of its present 
membership... ít has, therefore, cost: for roll-calls alone dur- 
ing the sess on ‘recently ended the very tidy sum. of 
$239,200. 


~The Indiana Supreme Court has decided that carrying 


| persons to and from picnic parties on Sunday is not a work 
An effort is 


of necessity or charity, and is therefore illegal. 
to be made to indict the Indianapolis street-car companies 


‘and owners of other vehicles who take large numbers: of 


people to suburban places every Sunday. 


- The Montpelier correspondent of the Springfield “Re. 


7; publican,” writing about the Vermont Legislature, says: 


: Paris, Oct. 12. 
Debats” ” sent to ‘America as 
m Chicago: “Tam ino 
he Nerthwest, and visi 
‘banker. “He is a Republican, 
his electors was composed of. 


“McKinley pill and w. 
sed Mr. Edmunds’: billa 


A yo 
each member with two dailies: t 
ords, ‘‘free of expense to the State.” -The amended reso- : 
t-däred to 
= to have free p Apers, but 
they : are afraid the time. for action has gone by.) = ee 


- The amusing thing about the session thus far is the position. 
in which the two houses stand regarding ‘the resolution to | 
furnish newspapers: to members -at the State’s expense. 
| There has-been. much-unfavorable comment on this long-'|. 

| time practice, and some expectations were entertained ‘that | 
it would not -be continued: t 


ution was laid on-the table, an one has- 


Hit up. The members would 


The question was finally seti 


New YORK, Oct. 6. The new tariff law takes effect. to- 


the workers — by the system whieh p përmite. the ine 

land values to go inte the: pockets ot private individuals is 
stead of into the public treasury would not be diminished by © 
one cent if every man who realizes the essential injustice of 
the system should sell or give away his unoccupied land. It 
would simply transfer the future gains from increased value 
to the new owners, We fully realize the honesty and fidelity 
to conviction which prompts such action ;: our only regret is. 
that it should beso utterly. futile to accomplish any good re- 
sults, The only thing to be done is to change the system. ` 
Individuals are not responsible for it except in so far as they 


use their influence to maintain it and te resist réforms, or 


use the power it gives them with harshness and cruelty. 
Sincere, earnest advocates of industrial emancipation, who 
possess land, either in use or otherwise, can do far better for 
the cause they have at heart by taking such advantages as. 
the system gives them and devoting | a reasonabl } i 


they can by simply stepping asi 

make money by the growth of. 

of individual self-sacrifice on the part of land reformers in- 
giving up their personal chances to share in the unearned in- 
crement i can change the situation for the Land ae 


Now, regarding the ballot, t 
from the word ballotte.. ‘Ss 


word ballot, at least, ca: 


‘sooner had the Senate “politi 


‘amended. by topes he | 


each member, instead of two dailies and one weekly, as in | da 
the Senate. : 


- day. “Up to the last minute there has been an exciti gle le 


Bruin, Oct. 2 


TEn Oct. u Some commotion has been 


An effort is to bo made ‘before a to: e 
working force of the Interstate Commerce C mission byth 


The union of the labore of the. ap r 
‘Silesian towns has. decided to petition th ] 


_ | but on Saturday the ru 
3 midnight, entering 4 


‘day —a term which has nothing to ¢ 
; ‘simism — was a system o: 


ew today in the United States circuit court, and granted : A ; 


he writ. This decision permits 1 the reopening of the sori- | 


hat the Wilson bill enacted ‘by Congress. does not restore 
the power of the ae veon D law a as against “ori- Ja 





heard outside the booth, or, if heard, they will be so indis- 
tinct that the law is really complied with in spirit at least. 

Australia bas a good method, which is called the Kangaroo 
method, and has worked so well that canvassing for votes 
has practically disappeared there, and sheep stealing is on 
the decrease. You are, of course, familiar with this method 
more or less, Thorndyke, and so I need not go into detail, 
but the principle is there aa well as here, that even if you 
buy a voter you can never feet sure that he will not be re- 
plevied by some one else. A man who will sell his vote will 
also lie, or leave his honor in the Grand Central depot; 
therefore, you can never feel sure of a vote unless, after buy- 
ing it, you see that it is deposited and counted, or counted 
at least. This method will insure secrecy, and also give the 
voter while in the booth a chance to think over his past life. 
if permissible, thrilling mottoes in red yarn could be hung up 
in these booths, asking the voter if he has used Blair’s soap, 

. and also bidding him good morning in a bright and chipper 
tone. 

Some murmuring is being done here, of course, regarding 
the great expense the city will be at or to in order to fit up 
ballots and little retiring rooms or considering places, but if 
we nre doing right we must not pause to reckon up the ex- 
pense. 

The estimated cost of our fall election here is $164,743, and 
there is a great deal of complaint over this, especially by 
those who do not see any immediate ‘prospect of getting 
some of,it. The money will go almost directly to the paper 
man, the printer, and the carpenter, at least as near as you 
van make a half million dollars go in New-York to the man 
it was destined for. Naturally, some of it will stick to those 
whose adhesive palms are extended, especially in the fall of 
the year’ but lim betting on the beauties of this ballot, and 
now if the good men who bathe will also ballot there will be 
a great light dawn on the future,.and its rosy rays will even 
stab their little ruddy promises into the dark and noisome 
pestilential political present. - 

“Some day,” as I heard a bright young voice singing not 
long ago, ‘‘some day, I know not when the time may be,” 
the time will come, Thorndyke, when elections will grow 
wider and wider apart. . One election will do for as much as 
two or three years, and the campaign expenses may be saved 
up and used for flour and bacon and soap and pure air; 
when the liar and the lamb shall lie down together — under 
the same epitaph — people will give themselves more to 
manual labor and less to prolonged chin recitals, peace shall 
be as a river, and joy liké the waves of the sea. - 


A Lawyer’s Judgment. 
Dear Yarros: eo 

Accept my thanks for the copy of your abridgment and re- 
arrangement of Lysander Spooner’s “Trial by Jury.” I 
have read it through more than once with interest and with 
profit. It of course contains nothing new to me, for I have 
been for. nearly forty years familiarly acquainted with the 
larger work. But it is refreshing to see it in a new form, 
freed from the mass of learning and authority which swelled 
the volume, and retaining in full integrity the great body of 
original thought on the greatest topics of mortal thought and 
discussion. “Your success has been complete and perfect. 
All that is essential of the larger work is preserved, and it is 
presented in a form and within ‘the moderate compass useful 
to the general reader. 

Three years ago, of a resplendent summer afternoon, all 
that was mortal of Lysander Spooner was committed to the 
friendly bosom of mother earth amid the lamentations of 
frieuds who had learned to appreciate the size and quality of 
the man, and his immortal. memory was given in charge to 
that just posterity which sooner. or later is sure to recognize 
the great thinker ard writer. ‘After eighty. years of laborious 

“service in the cause of trath, justice, and: humanity, an 
illustrious career then closed so far. as the labor of the pen 
was concerned. But his record. was made- up, and it stili 
lives and will continue to live go long as American literature 
survives,’ The world at large especially the cultivated and 
scholarly portions thereof, were quite igno 


hold of that man upon “posterity. A few, 
him and lov ed him, but ; 
common peopte, whose a 
: fame ‘upon :any man. Some few of the 
who knew: the value of his works, deter! 
should. live among the permane 


literature 


form toat- 
lay reader. 
adapted it- 


to th popular. reader, treatise on- 








the fundamental principles of free political institutions: their | 
nature, essence, and maintenance, Those great topics of 
thought have never been handled by an abler pen, 

As a statesman, a jurist, and a thinker, Spooner ranks 
among the first of all ages and countries, It is not more 
certain that John Marshall, John C. Calhoun, and Daniel : 
Webster stand as perpetual landmarks of American great- ! 
ness than that Lysander Spooner rauks beside them in the 
acuteness and vigor of his intellect, the clearness and grace | 
of his style, and the foree of his logic, — with far more in- 
tegrity of logic than ean fairly be claimed for either of them, 


Gro. W. SEARLE. 
Boston, OCTOBER 9, 1800. 


A Melancholy Condition. 
[Today.) 


The comments of the Republican papers upon the final 
passage of the McKinley Bill are certainly interesting, if not 
edifying. ‘The little thereof which they darkly apprehend 
they admire; the rest, with religious ignorance, they hum- 
bly and meekly adore, seeing that through this law that 
elass worketh of whom, through whom, and for whom are all 
things governmental.” Here and there in the West may be 
found a Republican paper which has not bowed the knee to 
the image of Baal; but this defection is more than made up 
by the glowing eulogies contained in the subsidized press, 
not only upon this bill, but upon every measure passed by 
the present Congress, and upon the Congress as a whole, — 
eulogies as false and fulsome as any eulogies ever offered to 
any vicious, worthless prince by parasites and sycophants. 
That such servile flattery can be purchased in a so-called 
free country by the distribution of a few offices, and be given 
without exciting more public disgust, may be taken as an 
indication of how far the word “free” is from accurately 
characterizing the spirit which prevails throughout the 
land. 





Does Prohibition Prohibit ? 
[Boston Post.] 

. It seems that in Alaska, as in many other places, prohibi- 
tion utterly fails to prohibit, except so far as the natives are 
concerned. The law is to the last degree strict, but the peo- 
ple are opposed to it, grand juries utterly refuse to indict, 
and petit juries will not convict. Liquors, generally of the 
vilest kind, are openly sold, and the law is a dead letter. 
And so, after the manner of his kind, the Governor of the 
Territory recommends more law, more machinery, more re- 
gulations, and ventures the opinion that by their aid the 
traffic could and would be stopped. But would grand juries 
be more likely to indict or petit juries to convict? The 
thing that the people dislike is prohibition; and the more 
strict the laws are made the less they will like them, the less 
they will lend aid in their enforcement. Perhaps it would be 
an excellent thing to keep liquor out of Alaska, but it cannot 
be done by act of Congress. 


Bliss-full Idiocy. 


Ignorance is bliss, and Bliss is ignorant. 
Bliss (ex-Reverend), who has made in the ‘Twentieth 
Century” an elaborate apology for his ‘Christian Social- 


Irefer to W. D. P. 


ism.” In the paradiso of sentimental fools and foolish senti- 
mentalists this ex-Reverend Bliss is, in contempt of ques- 
tion, the champion and boss fool. He is thus eminently 
fitted for the part of leader and guide in the movement 
known as Christian Socialism. With the readers’ permission, 
we will amuse ourselves for a while with this exhibition of 
brainlessness. 

Mr. Bliss, without striving “to be paradoxical,” assures 
us of the “‘life-fact’ that he was made a Christian by Marx 
and a Socialist by Jesus Christ. The simple reader may | 
swallow this, and continue to regard this professional hum- | 
bug as above suspicion; but to me it seems that Mr. Bliss is | 
hypocritical, and that he cudgeled his — I was about to say, 
brain; but he hasn't any — his empty cranium to concoct s 
plausible tale about his alleged conversion to Christianity by 
that arch-heretic and materialist, Marx, in order to impress 
the credulous old women (of both sexés and all periods of | 


‘| life) that make raw-material for Christian Socialism. The 
4+ devil is said to quote scripture; and this preacher wished to 


beat the devil by feigning to have diseovered Christianity in 
Marx. 

“I had supposed myself a Christian long before I read 
Karl Marx,” writes Mr. Bliss. “I -alled myself one; Ibe- 
lieved Christ; I worshipped him; I prayed to him; I 
preached him; -I did everything except follow him — in 
other “words, I was anything except a Christian. But one 
day I became interested in Socialism; especially in Karl 
Marx. He produced on me a deep impression: I began to 
see what life was. “A veil arose. Suddenly, as I was think- 

; it flashed on me what Christ was, and what Christianity 
The cross was its centre: Christianity was the attain- 
of the highest ideal for the world, and the highest in- 

dividuality for each person through the sacrifice of the 


‘individual: ‘Those that seek life lose it, and those that | | 


sacrifice life for the good of all, find:it. Such was the secret 


‘of Christianity, & life. Henceforth I have striven to be a 


Christian.” Marx, to be sure, never said one word about 


! outcome will -be the highest individuality.” 
| after all, who made Mr. Bliss a Socialist! 


the sacrifice of the individual for the good of ali, as all who 
have read him know well. Did Inot know that Mr. Biles 
has been so sinned against that he cannot read anything 
understandingly, I should decline to believe that he ever 
opened any of Marx’s books; as it is, I see nothing strange 
about this discovery. But Jet us cross-examine the con- 
fesser, Before he had read Marx he was a follower of Jesus 
in so far as he understood him. But, being exceedingly stu- 
pid, he could not find the Socialism or Communism that 
Christ inculcated, and, therefore, was not a Socialist and a 
true follower of that individual. Marx came and taught 


| him — Socialism, thus making nim a Socialist and therefore 
; a true Christian, 


In this version we might be able to detect : 
a small amount of probabilitv. But Mr. Bliss is not content. 
with this; he continues: “I was not yet a Socialist. Karl 
Marx had not made me one. I was afraid of his system. I- 
began to study. But gradually it came to me that, starting 

with Christ, one must come out a Socialist. Jesus made më 
a Socialist. Socialism seems to me the form society must 
take that is based on sacrifice -f the individual, while its 


But, if so, then 
Marx did not make him a Christian. For the only thing he 
had needed to become a complete Christian was to follow 
Jesus in his practical Communism and abnegation of self; 
and, if Jesus finally taught him that, then Jesns it was who. 
made him both a Socialist and a faithful Christian, and- 
Marx, at best, only helped him to read Jesus aright. What: 
becomes of the pretended “‘life-fact’’? Does not the story 
about having been made a Christian by Marx appear to be a 
deliberate falsehood ? 

Having told us ‘‘how he became” a Christian Socialist 
Mr. Bliss goes on to explain why he is one. He is a Chri 
tian because he is a rationalist. ‘By evidence of history, 
science, and modern psychic research, it seems to me proven 
that over the kingdoms of the inorganic and organic is the 
kingdom of spirit. To me it seems equally proven on 
tional evidence that there runs through all the universe o: 
matter, mind, and spirit a unity fathomless, mystic, infini 
That unity I call God. Studying God through facts, I dare 
to try to understand him through a study of his highest ma- 
nifestation, man. As there is personality in man, T belie 
there is in God, since a part. cannot be greater thant 
whole. I thus come to believe in a spiritual personal God 

. «+ On the evolutionary philosophy our life hare is but a 
moment in the developing true life Evolution is God 
developing a perfect whole, and perfect in every part.” 
Such, in brief, is Mr. Bliss’s “ theo[ijdifo]ey.”’ How shall:I 
characterize this talk about “ history sud science” proving 
the “kingdom of spirit,” about God being a personality, 
about “evolutionary philosophy ” teaching that our life is:a- 
moment in the developing true life, about God being evoly- 
tion developing a whole perfect in all its parts? If I say 
that the preacher who writes thus is a mendacious and im- 
pudent ignoramus, I say a great deal lese than the occasion- 
demands. But this is ail I can say. To appreciate the vast: 
and comprehensive ignorance of the preacher it is necessary. 
to have a sound and adequate conception of the evolutionary 
philosophy, or at least of its ‘First Principles.” And to 
that work I refer my readers. 

As to Mr. Bliss’s Socialism, ‘it is,” he tells us; “the rule 
of all.” “It is the community doing its own business, cone 
trolling its own affairs, and as a whole.” It is not; he 
protests, Paternalism. ‘‘A Paternal Socialist is a self- 
contradiction.” By its derivation, its history, its root idea, 
Sovialism is essentially democratic. ‘It is brotherhcodism: 
It believes in minority representation and in the’ refer- 
endum.” 

Nobody has ever succeeded in concentrating such a world 
of misinformation, confusion, and absurdity into so limited 
a portion of space as sufficed Mr. Bliss for the disp'ay of his 
overwhelming stock of nonsense. Democracy does not mean 
the rule of all, but the rule of the majority. Minority 
representation is not the equivalent of freedom. If Social- 
ism is not the rule of the majority, then ‘Socialism is not de 
mocratic, but Anarchistic.. If Socialism is merely voluntary 
coöperation, then it is. not un-Anarchistic, and. Mr. Bliss’s 
distinctions between Socialism and Anarchism are devoid of 
significance and meaning. Mr. Bliss cannot think, and the 
words he uses mean nothing to him. 

On the whole, Mr. Bliss is sufficiently dull and ignorant to 
fill with success the position of Christian preacher änd So- 
cialist teacher. Even a little knowledge would be dangerous. 
to him, and of much he is naturally incapable. I give one 
more quotation from his. immortal confession: ** Personally, 
I believe Him to have been virgin: born... <~- Pbelieve in 
what people call the miraculous. It seems to me the most 
natural thing in the world, simply the coming down of the 
spiritual into the organic, exactly ‘as ‘the organic rans its 
roots down into the inorganic. I do not believe in all Bible 
miracles, ‘aud I do believe in some modern miracles. To me 
it is all a matter of evidence. What we call miracles being 
the thing- naturaliy to be Jooked for in so spiritual a man 
Christ, I find satisfactory evidence that He was a Mir 
‘Worker, and I believe that he rose from the dead aspiritized 
body.” 

“Now, dear reader, we know a about Christian Socialism 


-Those who decline to swallow it will be damned hereafter: 


those who do, not are damned - — ~ fools. VEY. 





So it was Jesus, | 
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“In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time sla- 


"gery, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the execu- 
‘tioner, che seal af. the magistrate, the club of the policeman, the 
“gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the department clerk, 
‘all those insignia of Politics, which young Liberty grinds beneath 
. her heel.” — PROUDHON, 


The appearance an the editorial column. of ‘articles 


oyer.other signatures than the editor’s initial indicates that 


he editor approves their central purpose and general tenor, 
hough ae does not hold himself reaponsible. for. every. phrase 
r word. But the appearance in other parts of the paper of 
¥ticles by the same or other writers by no means indicates 
hat he disapproves them in any. ots such disposition of 
hem being governed largely by Miot ves of conveni ence. 


Mr. Levy’s Maximum. 


“Whatever else Anarchism may mean, it means that 
tate coercion of peaceable citizens, into coöperation 
n restraining the activity of Bill Sikes, is to be con- 
lemned and ought to be abolished. — Anarchism im- 
lies the right of an individual to stand aside and sce 

“man murdered or a woman raped. Tt implies the 

ht of the would-be passive accomplice of aggression 

to escape all coercion. It is true-the Anarchist may 
oluntarily codperate to check aggression ;_ but also 
e may not. Qué Anarchist, he is within his right i in 
withholding such coöperation, in leaving others to 
bear. the burthen of resistance to aggression, or in 
eaving the aggressor to: triumph unchecked. Indivi- 
lualism, on the other hand, would not only restrain 
he active invader up to the point necessary to restore 
reedom to others, but would also coerce the man who 


would otherwise be a passive witness of, or conniver 


aggression into codperation against his more active 


“The foregoing paragraph occurs in an ably-written 
rticle by Mr. J. H. Levy. in the “Personal Rights 
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“within his right ” ?° I can understand the man who ' 


' ists are victims of an illusion. 


The charge i i ight be 


in a crisia justifies no matter what form of compul- , made against himself with much more reason. 


sion on the ground of sheer necessity, but I cannot 


understand the man who denies the right of the indivi- ; 


dual thus coerced to resist such compulsion and insist 
on pursuing his own independent course. It is pre- 
cisely this denial, however, that Mr. Levy makes; 
otherwise his phrase “within his right” is meaning- 
less. 


But however this may be, Jet us look at the plea of ! 
necessity. Mr. Levy claims that the coercion of the | 


My chief interest in Mr, Levy’s article, however, is 
excited by his valid criticism of those Individualists 
who accept voluntary taxation, but stop short, or 
think they stop short, of Anarchism, and I shall wait 
with much curiosity to see what Mr. Greevz Fisher, 
and especially Mr. Auberon Herbert, will have to say 
in reply. Mr. Donisthorpe probably will be heard 
from also, but he really does not fall within Mr. 
Levy's criticism. He is, as Mr. Levy says, more of an 


peaceful non-coiiperator is necessary. Necessary to| Anarchist than anything else. and even the incon- 


what? .Necessary, answers Mr. Levy, “in order that 
freedom may be at the maximum.” Supposing for 
the moment that this is true, another inquiry suggests 
itself: Is the absolute maximum of freedom an end 
to be attained at any cost? I regard liberty as the 
chief essential to man’s happiness, and therefore as 
the most important thing in the world, and I certainly 
want as much of it as I can get. But I cannot see 
that it concerns me much. whether the aggregate 
amount of liberty enjoyed by all individuals added to- 
gether is at its maximum or a little below it, if I, as 
one individual, am to have little or none of this aggre- 
gate. If, however, I am to have as much liberty as 
others, and if others are to have as much as I, then, 
feeling secure in what we have, it will behoove us all 
undoubtedly to try vo attain the maximum of liberty 
compatible with this condition of equality. Which 
brings us back to the familiar law of equal liberty, — 
the greatest amount of individual liberty compatible 
with the equality of liberty. -But this maximum of 
liberty is a very different thing from that which is to 
be attained, according to the hypothesis, only by vio- 
lating equality of liberty. For, certainly, to coerce the 
peaceful non-codperator is to violate equality of liberty. 
If my neighbor believes in codperation and I do not, 
and if he has liberty to choose to codperate while I 
have no liberty to choose not to codperate, then there 
is no equality of liberty between us. Mr. Levy’s po- 
sition is analogous to that of a man who should pro- 
pose to despoil certain individuals of peacefully and 
honestly-acquired wealth on the ground that such 
spoliation is necessary in order that wealth may be at 
the maximum. Of course Mr. Levy would answer to 
this that the hypothesis is absurd, and that the 
maximum could not be so attained; but he clearly 
would have to admit, if pressed, that, even if it could, 
the end is not important enough to justify such means. 
To be logical he must make the same admission re- 
garding his own propesition. 

But, after all, is tie hypothesis any more absurd in 
the one case than in the other? I think not. It 
seems to me just as impossible to attain the maximum 
of liberty by depriving people of their-liberty as to 
attain the maximum of wealth by depriving people of 
their wealth. In fact, it seems to me that in both 
cases the means is absolutely destructive of the end. 
Mr..Levy wishes to restrict the functions of govern- 
ment; now, the compulsory coöperation that he ad- 


| vocates is the chief obstacle in the way of such 


restriction. To be sure, government restricted by 


| the removal of this obstacle would no longer be govern- 


ment, as Mr. Levy is “quick-witted erough to see” (to 


‘return the compliment which he pays the Anarchists). 
‘But. what of that? It would still be a power for pre- 


venting those invasive acts which the people are 


‘practically agreed in wanting to prevent. If it should 


attempt to go beyond this, it would be. promptly 


nd | checked by a diminution of the supplies. The ‘power 


to cut off the. supplies is the most effective w apon 


| against. tyranny. ` “To Bay, as ‘Mr. Levy does, 


sistencies which Mr. Levy quotes against him are 

culled from his book on “Individualism,” which, al- 

though recently published, is really a collection of — 
writings of different dates and as such reveals a con- 

flict not properly representative, it seems to me, of its 

author’s present state of mind. 

On the whole, Anarchists have riore reason to be 
grateful to Mr. Levy for his article than to. complain 
of it. It is at least an appeal for intellectual con- 
sistene~ ~ this subject, and as such it renders unques- 
ticaabi. se to the cause of plumb-line Anarchism. 

Sate 


An Editor’ s Contradictions. 


Referring to my article in Liberty. of J uly 26th, en- 
titled “A Crisis,” the editor of the “Personal Rights 
Journal” speaks of my “ very comical endeavor to 
prove (1) that there is a ‘chaos of opinion:on the sub- — 
He ; of Individualism displayed’ i in [his] columns, and 


justice of the first. count of my indictment, it might 


go a long way toward inducing him to plead guilty to 
the second. “But the editor protests that he is not at 
all ready to admit the of the first count; in 

deed he charges me with having “misrepresented him i 
and the policy of h paper. He does not quote me, 
nor does he attempt any 1 ‘restatement of my case. He 
very. vaguely tells his readers. that I made “a halting 
charge of inconsistency” against him by contrasting 
an utterance of a correspondent with an_ editorial 
statement, and then proceeds to refute me, thus: “The 


‘statement in question made by our correspondent. is 


quite consistent with our reply, and the supposed dis- 
crepancy between them is simply due to Mr. Yarros’s 


‘inability to distinguish. between the evolutionary out- 


come of Individualism and its logical outcome — be- 
tween the rational outcome of Individualism at the 
present tiae, with men’s characters what they are, 
and its ultimate outcome, when the disposition to in- 
vade the rights of others and to claim more than jus- 
tice for one’s self has so far died out that compulsory 
coöperation for its repression would be productive of 
more evil than good. But suppose our correspondent’s 

opinion on this point and our own did not agree. 


What then? Does an editor who allows a corre- 


spondent to express an opinion different from his own. 
without specifically replying to him, turn his columns 
into a chaos ?” 

Now I dislike to make even a halting charge of 
evasion and unfairness against the editor of the *-Per- 
sonal Rights Journal,” bat, really, I can think of no 


excuse for such a misrepresentation of my case. My 
article was nearly a column in length, and only the 


concluding paragraphs i contained reference to the di- 
vergence of views between the editor and a corre- 
apondent of his paper. The first three paragraphs 


dealt entirely. with the editor, whom I accused oi 


I pointed out) between the declaration of th- 
tion that | . «force i is only justified against force, 


limits which the 


out, ” on the on 


their right to ove 
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desire to protect themselves in their own way is plainly 
~ not juatifiable. Again, T called attention to the edi- 
tors admission that with the progress of humanity 
under individualism, State functions would become 
beautifully less till at last individualism and Anar- 
chiam would coincide, which, I said, did not tally with 
his previous theoretical repudiation of Anarchism as 
the ultimate outcome of individualism. Ib is these 
facts which served mainly as a basis for my charge of 
confusion and inconsistency. 
I repeat that it is exceedingly distasteful to me to 
make a chacge of deliberate evasion and artful dodg- 
ing against the editor of the “ Personal Rights Journal.” 
I will not, therefore, indulge in any conjecture as to 
the real reason or motive of. his strange proceeding. 
‘I will merely express my hope that he will do justice 
to himself and to me when he comes to reply to this. 
Meanwhile let me improve this cpportunity and intro- 
duce additional evidence: of the editor's inconaistency. 
In his article on “Individualism a d Anarchism” ‘in 
the last issue he explicitly declares that. individualism 
“would not only restrain the active invader up to t 
point necessary to restore freedom to others, but would 
also coerce ths man who would otherwise be a passive 
witness of aggression into coöperation against: the i in- 
“vader.” Between this position and the doetriz 
“force igs only justified against: force, agg 
against aggression; and. this ony within. the 


sonal ee Journal” cannot adhere to hat : 
i will it recant? 

A word,. now, regarding. ‘the “Journal's? 
spondent. The editor explains that he is not a & repre- 
sentative of the. “Association”. which publishes the 
“Personal Rights Journal” and is not entitled to 

speak i in its name. This explanation, of course, dis 
poses of that part of my accusation which was based 


on the presumption (not altogether unwarranted under: 


the circumstances) that the. correspondent ‘spoke as 
one not merely among the authorized representatives 
of the Association but of them. But I cannot help. 
entertaining a suspicion that the editor speaks with 
such emphasis of my “inability” to distinguish be- 
tween the evolutionary. outcome of individualism and 
its logical outcome only because he feels that his case 
is weak. Imay fail to perceive such a distinction, but 
a! deny that I am unable to see it. However, as I in- 
tend to discuss the question suggested by this distinc- 
tion with reference to the alleged divergence of views 
between the Anarchists and the Individusliste in a 
separate article, I may. now take leave. of the subject, 
vY. 


-Bad Logic, 
My recent critical remarks upon the “ Whirlwind’s ix 
attitude on the two important questions” of. Russian 
anti-Semitism and pe h sympathy with R 


c| base act has a “useful side.” 


will, I am sure, ine Mr. Vivian in no doubt as to the | 
‘grounds of my exceptions to his attitude. In the first 
place I strenuously denied tho wisdom or necessity of 
“repressing” the Jewish financiers and ex, loiters. I 
pointed out that, while there can be no valid objection, 
on the score of pure principle, against visiting the 
penalty of the boycott upon the Jews, an intelligent 
understanding of the causes and factors of our bad in- 
dustrial system leads to the conclusion that neither 
tyrannical nor Individualist weapons can cure the 
particular evil of Jewish exploitation, and that certain 
measures of a wholly different character are needed in 
order to secure commercial equity and just dealing. 
We need certain economic reforms which would make 
all exploitation and oppression impossible, and the in- 
dividualists should concentrate their strength to bring 
about those reforms. If the Jews were the only ex- 
ploiters, and if the boycott could terminate their 
-objectionable practices, we should promptly join the 
“Whirlwind” in instituting a rigorous boycott. But 
these two formidable ifs, I fancy, will never be dis- 
posed of. Secondly, I demanded to be told how, even 
if the wisdom and necessity of boycotting the Jews 
-were not disputed, the “ Whirlwind” could consistently 
-with its principles applaud the Czar. We do not en- 
*courage, cheer, and applaud a criminal, even if his 
Of course, we do not 
hate the well-meaning criminal as intensely as we do 
‘those who are really malicious and who love crime for 
‘its own sake. But the most dangerous criminals are 
‘those who act with govd intentions, and to their 


-| activity our opposition saust be relentless. 
“corre |: 


However, when I spoke of the “Whirlwind’s” 
“serious and gratuitous disregard of fundamental 
principles,” I had more esvecially in view its attack on 
Swinburne for his laudab.s and manly expression of 
‘sympathy with the Russians engaged in fighting for 
liberty and civilizatior. £o \neet my remarks on that 
‘point, Mr. Vivia:. has nothing more to say than that 
he considers incitement to murder a violation of Indi- 
-vidualist principles. That he imagines this answer to 
be adequate is seen from the fact that he feels at 
‘liberty to accuse Liberty of advocating assassination, 
But I will ask Mr. Vivian to answer a few si imple 
questions. Does he defend equal liberty, or the abito- 
lute liberty of some and the absolute slavery of others? 

As an Individualist, he of course defends equal liberty. 
‘Is he not in favor of protecting life, property, and 
liberty from the attack of aggressive and anti-social 
beings? Of course he is. Does he believe in punish- 
ing murderers, thieves, and other criminals? He 
does. Assuming that capital punishment is necessary 
for the proper protection of peaceful citizens, would he 


| denounce the execution of convicted murderers as a 


crime, as an act of injustice? Certainly not. Now 
we are ready to proceed with our main argument. 
Mr. Vivian abhors the Russian government. He 
thinks that the Russians are entitled to a system of 
freedom, to a system based on Individualist principles. 
The government, however, not only deprives the Rus- 
sians of their legitimate liberties and opportunities, 
but remorselessly persecutes all who dare to suggest in 
the least direct way that the prevailing system is not 
supremely beneficent and that certain reforms in the 
direction of- liberty are desirable. Does the “ Whirl- 
wind” maintain that the Russians ought to submit to 
the oppressive tyranny of the government ?. If so, on 


what ground? Does the government cease: to be a vil- 


lainous criminal | conspiracy from the moment it chooses: 
to call itself a government by divine appointment ? 
Ts the Russian government right because it is a govern- 


ment, and may it do that which is held to be a crime, 


deserving of- -punishment when done by a conspiracy 


not legally authorized ? Clearly, if the Russians who 


demand liberty aro “acting within their rights, the 


: government is wrongfully and criminally robbing 


them in denying them liberty. The plundered and 
invaded victims have a right to restrain, punish, and 


g- | remove the tyrants ‘who stand between them and their 


A cond, and. ore 


liberty. Hence the killing of the Czar is justifiable. 


urely the “Whirlwind” will not pretend that it is 


ght to protect liberty and wrong to obtain it? 
We will consider it as established that the Russian 


CW Battier their methods are ro expedient or not, is an- 





other question.) Now, have people living in ‘Eng nd 
or America a right, from the Individualist point ‘of 
view, to encourage the Russian opposition and to de- 
nounee the criminal government? Have we a right 
to express our opinion, to aid those whom we think in 
the right, to hasten the downfall of those whom we 
detest as cruel and invasive pretenders? T answer, 
yes, we certainly have that right. ‘he right to liberty 
involves the right to combire and codperate with 
others for the obtainment or protection of liberty. If 
we choose to codperate with the Russian revolution- 
ists, we violate no principle of equity and justice; we 
simply offer our support to a righteous cause. Has 
the “Whirlwind” another answer to make to the 
question? If so, we want to hear it, together with 
the arguments on which it is grounded. I yield the 
floor to Mr. Vivian, and I beg to insist upon his taking 
it and making his case as clear as I have made mine. 
vy. 


The Question of Methods Again. 


Writing from Philadelphia, a reader of Liberty thus 
kindly reproves me in a private letter : 


You are as harsh and unrelenting in your views of a per- 
son’s weakness as a Methodist minister is against the inde- 
finite sin he cries against. I like your direct bearing upon 
the faults and weaknesses of a person, but, oh my! you put 
it to them so hard! Have you no compassion on the erring, 
and do you not think your teachings would take better hold. 
if you wele to inculcate them in the manner of a true philo- 
sopher? 

It will be seen that my friendly correspondent begs 
the question in advising me to inculeate my views in 
the manner of a true philosopher, since my contention — 
(and the contention of the whole species tc which I 
belong) is precisely that meekness and gentleness and 
all-forgiving kindness are not necessary qualities of 
philosophers as philosophers. I-can easily prepare a 
list of the names of men generally esteemed as true 
philosophers who conducted their. controversies in the — 
spirit and manner which those who agree with my 
correspondent deplore as utterly unworthy of earnest. 
workers in the field of scientific and ‘philosophic re- 
search. But in the present instance I do not choose to 
insist on the advantage this weakness of my critic's 
case gives me. I will assume that true philosophers 
act differently, and that I am not inculcating my 
views in the manner of a true philosopher. And I will 
only remind my friend that I do not claim io be a 
philosopher, and that I am reacy to confess. without 
reluctance that I would prove a very awkward and 


poor fighter if I attempted to handle none but true 


philosophers’ weapons. -I do not say that my present. 
methods. are successful and my eki!i deserving of ad- 
miration, but the point is that I could ¿»ot be what I 
am if I did not adopt the policy for vhich-I am now 
censured and which Iam asked to abandon for a bet- 
ter one. I am not a. philosopher; but I-can appre- 
ciate those who ‘are philosophers. I can distinguish 


philosophy from lunacy, science from wild speculation, 


sense from nonsense, logic from absurd twaddle. I 
can do something toward the dissemination of the 
truths and discoveries of others, and I can fight and 
expose error and falsehood. - I can aid in the dethrone- 
ment of superstition, and‘in the enthronement of phi- 
losophy. Surely nobody will say that error is to le 
indulgently treated and ignorance respectfully ` ap- 
proached. No quarter to error, no indulgence to 
ignorance, must be the motto of all who march under 
the banner of truth. | 

“But how do you "knon that the truth is on your 


side? How van you be sure that you are right, when 
“80 many differ from you and firmly and sincerely be- 


lieve that they are right g” Thie i is the next question 
to be answered. 

‘Well, in the first placè, T I do not aey that I am right, 
and that all who disagree with me are wrong. I only 
say that I think I am right, and that I sind the overs 
are wrong. As long as all are not agreed as to what 
the truth is, fighting is unavoidable. Am I then to 
fight for what others think true, and are the others to 
fight for my opinions ? This clearly is absurd. Each 
must fight for his own opinion. Only, if we desire to 
be good and valuablo fighters, we will take vare that 
our opinions are based on something more real “han 





our fancy or caprice or ignorant faith. Only those 


~~ who are informed aud firm, who take pains to get all 


“> the light obtainable and who are always willing to re- 
= vise their opinions, may be sure of the importance of 
“their services and proud of their part in the work of 
progress. The ¢bdjection therefore is not to fighting, 
~ but to fighting without sufficient cause. We can have 
no word of commendation for those who fight while 
destitute of that intelligence, that information, that 
intellectual honesty and fairneas which alone entitle 
us to enter the service. But all honor to the -man 
who, after due preparation and thought, joins the 
fighting hosts with the determination to exert all his 
strength for what seems to him the truth. 

And here I may point out that, if all the fighters 
were really fair, intelligent, informed, ‘it would 
undoubtedly be both possible and desirable to elimi- 
nate certain features of: the: ‘struggle and transform 
the battlefield into a debating place, w where thë dis- 
- putants would compare no 
gether. But a very sinall 


voles of the e eoiepeu 
` attention by the boldn 
» they are ignored. If fearl 
contempt for the powerful en 





clouded by the vapors of personality chan his own, for 
nobody can possibly indulge the tendency to sub- 
stitute personalities for arguments more than he does. 

If the editor of “Today ” has not yet satisfied him- 
self that I am open-minded and fair; if he has not 
yet sufficient confidence in me to think it profitable to 
discuss the points I have made (points which he ad- 
mits to have been well-taken), then, I will frankly 
say, I have no interest in maintaining the discussion. 
I have my own reasons for indulging in personalities, 
and it ill becomes the editor of “Today” to censure 
me for this tendency. He may choose to draw the 
line st men like Spencer, while I think such distinc- 
tions unnecessary. I, for my part, dissent from the 
position that personalities render an otherwise logical 
and fair man unfit for serious argument. If the edi- 
tor of “Today” takes that position, he. cannot con- 
sistently permit himself to descend to this degrading 
practice, no matter who bis opponent may be. . Any- 
thing worth doing at all, is worth doing well. . Par- 
sonalities do not render me unfit for serious argit- 


ment, however different the case with the edi a. Of 


í Ty 7 vY. 


: - Survival. i 
In Sol to the criticism in Liberty of Sèptèmber 27, Tam 
not aware that, in using the phrase “ survival of the neces- 
sary,” I meant anything different from, or antagonistic to, 
“survival of the fittest.” = 
AsI understand the universe, there isa necessary relation 


oe of cause and. ‘effect between all its parts, — between.man and 


selves, and to att ack, * wi 
Finally, a word of explan 

- the Subject without: perceivil ; 

tion. Iam told that it is well to have comp: 
the erring and to pity the weak. and the unf 
But it is one thing to: pity ‘el : 
be charitable ` to: error,- It is one. thing to be pa- 
` tient with the man, “it is quite. a different thing to re- 
_ spect his ignorance. It is. not wise to indulge men’s 
vanity and. to seer blindness to their vices. 


- or reformers must be prepared. to vindicate their claims 
"to public attention. — Attack upon’ a: private individual 
is contemptible. ‘Attack upon: a public man i 


ible. -But a public man as a public man must su 
to the most rigorous examination. 
we Cenounce in public as an “ignoramus and 


may come when men will always € 
fair, when they will really lo e 
- will be in the highest degree ge 
But at that time men will 
‘imperfections which nece 


‘The man w. om 


his- environment, for: eames 


ge ir Á i 
Adaptation, ‘fitness, is necessary. to the preservation of the 


s race; and; necessarily, where there is variation and struggle, 


the fittest survive. . And what is this survival of the fittest 
but survival of the necessary, ‘both in the sense of what needs 
to bo and what must be. I grant that “nature does not 
trouble herself. about our conception of what fs necessary or 


-best for us.” In other words, the universe, or even “the spe- 


cies, ‘regarded. as an organism, will do what is necessary or 
best for its own preservation regardless of what the indivi- 
dual may. consider necessary or. best for it, or for himself. 


| De not the periments ana observations on heredity prove 


tkis? 

In view of this I am not so sure that “our own conscious 
and intentional efforts,” by attempted ‘“ intelligent control 
of nature’s: laws,” will enable us “to achieve what we think 
desirable and necessary for cur well-being.” In considera- 
tion of those great: primal and ‘elementary forces and neces- 
sities of the uziverse which carry us on in their resistless 
grasp to their own inevitable ends, whether we would remain 
“passive ” or would take “ intelligent controi,” I should say 
it were wiser to ‘put: ourselves in harmony with nature’s 
laws than‘to attempt rashly to control them, — nay, I believe 
that this is the only. way we can promote progress. Can: we 
control. natare’s laws? I. doubt if my “teleological expres- 
sions are confusing ”. to any one not affected by a partisan 
antipathy to the vocabulary of morality. 

J. Wau. LLOYD. 


Mr. Lloyd is not “aware that, in using the phrase 


‘survival of we necessary,’ Ge) meant anything dif- 


and all ‘motion is. ‘along 


the protection and aid of some laws while 
or escaping from the harmful effects of, others 
this skillful action which makes adaptation r 
easy to men. ‘To be sure, we hear it frequently 
said that we can achieve happiness by following or 
obeying nature. But the people who express them- 
selves thus are either exceedingly cenfused or else are 
unable tu state in intelligible language the sound ideas 
which they pussess. Nature is non-moral, and, from 
an enlightened human point of view, even extre: 
immoral, We cannot follow or obey nature at 
Our happiness depends on our willingness to study and 
follow the science of society. With our sciences and 
arts, we have nothing to fear from nature, at least for a 
more or less considerable space of time; but we are still 
in danger of perishing. from the effects of purely social 
maladjustments. 
I am not affected by. any F blind partion’ antipathy 
to the vocabulary .of..morality; but. those w 
enamored. of that. vocabulary would still mo 
phatically repudiate Mr. Lloyd’s teleological ex] 
sions than I did or than any partisan antag nis 
that vocabulary. might feel prompted 
ways of nature are declared. inexplicabl 
but hardly. morally admirable, by the moralis an 
religionists. The fatalists alone; could accep’ M 


warning, and a 


Mills: ucid: ess 


his ambition i is, I cannot su 
in “Today” of October 23, defend himself against 
my charge of unfairn ‘ss ‘warrants ime in assuring him 
of my readiness to vote him an expert in the 
quibbling, hair-splitting, and. distorting 1 an ‘opponent's 
position. I am afraid that he will not be ap 

even by this liberality, but I can do no more. T ose 
who. enjoy satire based on misrepresentation 
think him witty; but those who insist on fairn 

the first requisite of: fruitfal controversy will n 


him amusing. It is no humiliation to confess 


am no match for him: long ago the poet despaired of 
being able to “refute ‘a sneer.” I do not desire to 
flatter the editor of “Today” by imitating his sneer- 

ing, supercilious tone; and, as he systematically 
avoids all serious discussion, I leave him without re- 
gret in-the position of one who triumphs - — over his 
own men of straw. I need not trouble myself about 

his misrepresentations : the reader will easily detect — 
them. The reader knows that I never said that 

knowledge i in general is easily acquired, or that the in- 

formation necessary for the solution of social 

tions. in general is collected and to be found i in A 
chist writings. Only one question I would fain have 

the editor answer : : If he really and are 


Ta Soon $ for us. | 3 


they would 
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~ In “Today” of October 23, the editor, speaking of 
“Anarchist and Socialist literature,” says ina con- 
temptuous parenthesis: “I suppose they call it litera- 
ture.” Let it be noticed that this remark is made not 
of any special books singled out for criticism, but of 
the whole body of Anarchist and Socialist publications, 


and is intended as a sweeping dismissal of them to 


the: limbo of literary impotence. Contenting myself 


` with the simple mention of the generally recognized 
` fact that a large proportion of the greatest literary 
comen of all ages have been Socialists, L want to eall 
“inore particular attention to some of the modern An- 


archistic lights that the editor of “Today” consigns 
to the outer darkness. First, there is Proudhon, whom 
nearly all French writers agree in recognizin: as s 

terary star of the first magnitude, und of whom 
Jules Simon, one of the oldest members of the French 
Academy and out of sympathy with most of Proudhon’s 
opinions, said recently that he was 2 greater literary 
maù than most of the Academicians and would have 
had a place among them but for the facts that he had 
ao bitterly fought the Church and had not courted the 
fellowship of the literary élite. Then there is Frou- 
dhon’s disciple in finance, Col. William B. Greene. 
The other day I met on the street a friend of mine, to 


whom a short time before I had given a copy of 


“Mutual Banking.” Said he: “i was wonderfully 
interested in that pamphlet you gave me. I am not 
yet ready to say that the author completely makes out 
his case, but I will say that he makes an awfully 
iirong case, And I refer largely. to the style, which 
seems to me masterly. He goes straight ahead with 
his subject, without any nonsense whatever.” This 
estimate of Col. Greene’s literary power came from. a 
man with whom the editor of “Today” is well ac- 
quainted and whom I am sure he would consider as 
good a literary critic as himself. Again, there is 
Lysander Spooner, who, though not an “all-round” 
literary man, was a writer of almost unparalleled 
power in one or two lines. Mas the editor of “To- 
day” ever read the “Letter to Grover Cleveland” or 
“Free Political Institutions”.? If so, what. does he 
call them, if not literature? And last there is Stephen 
Pearl Andrews, — an uneven wr..er, to be sure, but at 
times a literary giant. These are the men whose 
ritings the editor of “Today” supposes we call litera- 
re. I have had occasion heretofore to accuse him of 
ying the clown, but in this remark he comes danger- 
asly near to being the clown. 


The Association for the Advancement of Women, 
lately. in session at Toronto, with ‘delegates from all 
parts of the United States and Canada, “gave next to 
no attention to the question of woman suffrage. The 

w York “Sun” says: “The papers read at To- 
ronto, like those presented at the women’ 3 conventions 
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world, with its corruption, knavery, filth, and beatae le -- 
have something to do with this increasing indifference, 
if not hostility, of the more intelligent and earnest 
female reformers to suffrage and politica! privilege. 
If so, evil is not without its uses, and we may well 
hope for a reaction. Perhaps Quay, Wanamaker, 
Reed, Comstock, and the rest of the canting hypocrites 
and ignorant tyrants may yet earn our gratitade and 
perform a real service to the cause of freedom. If the 
people are not attracted to us, perhaps they will come 
to us out of sheer disgust with the practices and con- 
spiracies of their “chosen” rulers. 


Referring to my characterization of its department 
of “Publisher’s Notes” as its compliment column, the 
“Twentieth Century” prints the following brief letter 
received by Mr. Pentecos*: “You are the champion 
jackass of the United States,” and aske how that 
strikes me for a compliment. I view it as a high com- 
pliment: The man whe spends his time in writiag 
such letters to editors is an unmistakable specimen of 
the genus fool, and abuse from the for!ish is almost as 
complimentary as praise from the wise. When I used 
the phrase “compliment column,” I wag well aware 
thet the “Twentieth Century” printed both classes of 
compliments. . But at that time I found in the column 
one compliment of doubtful character. It was this: 
“There is no impurity nor intolerance between the 
‘Twentieth Century’s’ covers. Itis a paper that L am 
not afraid to have my wife und little daughter read.” 
This so puzzled me that I asked whether the “Twen- 
tieth Century” printed it because it was proud of it or 
because it was ashamed of it. To this question I have 
received no direct answer. But I am indirectly an- 
swered in the issue oi October 23, in which I find Mr. 
Pentecost talking of a certain paper of which he has 
never allowed a number to fall into the hands of his 
daughter and never will if he can help himself. I in- 
fer from this that Mr. Pentecost was not ashamed of 
the compliment, but proud of it. In that case I am 
ashamed of Mr. Pentecost. It is to be hoped that his 
daughter will not turn out such a puppet as he seems 
to be trying to make her. 


“The Evil that (Congress]men Do.” 
[Philadelphia Saturday Review.) 

The anxiety of political leaders to trim their party sails to 
meet the demands of classes and organizations whose votes 
are necessary is leading in these Jatter days to much legis- 
lation that is bound to be harmful in the long run. The best 
governed nations are those which are least governed. If 
half the laws on the statute books could be wiped out and no 
more added for many years, there would be a feeling of more 
security than there-now is. with Congress and Legislatures 
madly “regulating ’’ this, that, and the other thing. The 
constant state of suspense and unrest thus engendered is de- 
structive of the confiderce in existing affairs which is the j 
foundation of all business enterprise. 

Time was when 2n «.merican could point with pardonable 
pride to the statesmen who took part in the deliberations of 
‘the: houses of. Congress. : Today there is more cause’ for 


‘shame. In the upper hall are many whose chief claim to 


distinction is an accumulatioy. of great wealth, in some cases 
obtained.in very devious ways. In the House ate many men 
who sre not fitted for any h` gher political mission than boss 


ofa ward. In fact, the spectacle presented by the Congress 


of the United States today is far from edifying. How grati- 


‘| tying it would be if there were some power to turn the whole 


h i a Congress out of Soait, lock the e gates, and`lose the 


NE- RTRAITS of the men whore names arè 
7 connected with that great uprising of the tne people, 
i mottoes Danton, Blangüi; t, Proudhon, 


“a that have ever been issued this 
t uted: by the a ib process 
photographs, measures 15 inches. by 
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: %4, and is printed on heavy paper for framing. 


Over 


Reclus, 
Rochefort, 


: Humbert, 
Lisbonne, 
: Arnould, 


Lysander $ Spooner’s Pi 


SOLD FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE 


SPOONER PUBLICATION FUND. 


The aiiderèigned has purchased fı om the heirs of the late Lysan- 
der Spooner all his printen pamphlets and nupublished manuscripts, 
and proposes to sell the former to obtain means for the publication 
of the latter. The list given below includes all of Mr. Spoouer's 
works, with the exception of five or aix which are entirely out of 
print. Of some there are but three or four copies left, and there are 
stereotype plates of but few. Some may never be reprinted. Those 
persons who apply first will be served first. The phlets are ca- 
talogued below in an order corresponding closely to that of the 
dates of publication. +B EN. R. TUCKER. 


THE DEIST’S IMMOF, EALITY and an Essay on Man’s Account- 
ability for his Belist. 1834. 14 pages. Price, 15 cents; soiled... 
copies, 10 cents. 


A RUESTION: FOR THE CLERGY. A four-page tract. Price, 
cents. 


THE UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE LAWS OF CON- 

gress „Prohibiting Private Mails, Printed for the American Let- 

r Mail Company. 1544. 24 pages. Price, 15 cents; soiled 
cdpies, 10 cents. 


| WHO CAUSED THE REDUCTION OF POSTAGE? OUGHT 


He to be Paid? Showing that Mr. Spooner was the father of 
cheap postage in America... This pillet eer bape one 
mentioned immediately before it inthis list. . 1850. 

Price, $1.00; soiled copies, 75 cents. The same, ininus the ree ie 16 
pages, which consist of n preface and a letter from Mr. Spooner 
o M. D. Philips, will be furnished at 50 cents. 


ILLEGALITY OF THE TRIAL OF JOHN W. WEBSTER. Con- 
taining the substance of. the author’s r work,‘ Trial by 
+” now out of print, . 1850. 16 pages. Price, 15cents; soned 

re es, 10 cents. 


THE LAW OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY: or, an oa 
the Right or Authors and Inventors to a Perpetual Property ia 
Their Ideas. Stitched in + but unbound. 1855.. 240 pages. 
Price, $1.25. Part I. of the e maine, containing 166 pages, will be 
furnished at $1.00. 


ADDRESS OF THE FREE CONSTITUTIONALISTS TO THE 
‘People of the United States. A- refutation of the Republican 
Party’s doctrine of the non-extension of slavery. 18€0. pages. 
Price, 25 cents; soiled copies, 15 cents. 


A NEW SYSTEM OF PAPER CURREN CY Showing its outline, 
advantages, security y, practicability, and legality, and embodying 
the articles of association of a mortgige stock banking company. 
1861. 122 pages. Price, . 75 cents.. 


CONSIDERATIONS . FOR -BANKERS. AND HOLDERS 
United States Bonds.- Showing that the author's system of 
currency canuot be legally prohibited or taxed, and that the ie- le- 
pal ronce tender acts and the natic nial bañking act are "unconstitutional. 
864. 96 pages. Price, 75 cents; soiled copies, 50 cents. © 


NO TREASON. — No. 1i. 1867. : 16. pages. Frice, 2 20 cents; zoiled 
copies, 14 cents. 


NO TR#ASON. — No. VI. Showing that the constitution is of no 
sathority; 1870. 59 pages. Price; hed cents; soiled copies, 25 
cen 


A NEW BANKING SYSTEM. S g the capacity of the coun- 
try for furnishing an. enormons nat of loanable ital; md 
how this capacity may e operative: 1873. “h pages 
Price, 50 centa; soiled copies, 25 25 cents. 


THE LAW OF PRICES: & Demonstration of the Necessity for an 
Indefinite Increase of. “Money.” 1877. 14 pages... Price,'10 cents; 
soiled copies, 5 cents... 


OUR FINANCIERS: Their I 1orance, U tione, and and Fraude, 
Exposing. the fallacy of the inter-convertible bönd 
ecn! therewith some rational conciusions in finance. ; 1877. 
19 pages. ce, 10 cents. ‘ 


REVOLUTION: The Only Remedy for the | 
Ireland, reat dr ad, and er Parts of the Brit 
A Reply to “ Danraven.” © This is the et of w 
revolutionary. y distributed 100,000 copies a copies among the British 
aristocracy 1 bureaucracy. -1880.'"11 pages. © Price, 10. cents. 


NATURAL LAW: or; the Science of Sustios. A treatise on 
tural law, natural: justice, natural rights, natural liberty; and 
natural society; showing that all lee lation whatsoever is ar 
absurdity, usurpation, - and -a crime. Part First. 1882. - 21 
pages. Price, 10 cents. 


A LETTER TO THOMAS F. RAYARD. Challenging his right — 
and that cf a the oer so-called nas and repr’ Sentatives i in 
congress — to exercise any siative power whatever over th 
people of the United States, y3 nia: wes 


A LETTER TO SCIE™TISTS. AND INVENTORS on the Science 
of Justice and The’. Right of Ferpetual 
coveries and Invr- ions. 1884. 22 pages. 
copies, 15 cente 5 


A LETTER TO GROVER CLEVELAND on His False 
Address, the Usurpations and Crimes of Lawmakers Sea Jui ei 
and the’ Consequent Poverty; s Tguorance, and Servitude of the 
People. 1886. -1i9 pages. Price, 35 centa, 


Any of the above pamphlets nent, post-paid, on receipt of price. 
Address: BENJ: R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


An exposition of the causes of the d discrepancy 
the supply of and tlio Qom: nd tor labor. ana i TEEDE n 
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For any of the folowing Works, address, 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Beston, Mass. 


WHAT IS PROFERTY P Or an In nguiry into the 
priae le of Right aud of Government. By P. J. on, Pre- 
by & Sketen of Pr soak 'a Lite and Works and containin 

asn an Praat naoo a fing engraving of the Author, Translate: 
from the French by T. A systematic, thorough, 
and radical di ig tion of property, —its basis, 
its history, its ta destiny, together with a 
detailed and startlin pie ina it commits, and 
the avila which it. en ee Price, cloth, 
$5.50; full wes blue, 


One of the most elo- 


ERATIVE 
how the kitchen may” | ‘ 
woman secured by.sevel | State from h 
troducing the voluntary pi iple into the Tanilye and all tis rein- 
tionships. By C. T. Fowler. Containing a portrait | of Lona i 
Michel. Price, 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. 


CO-OPERATION: ITS LAWS AND PRIN- | 
ciples: ~ An essa) svowing Liberty and: Equity s ag the only condi- 
tions of true -¢ n.tion, and e ne ie vidiations of these 
-< conditions by ‘Rent; interest, Profit, and Majority Rule. “By C. T 
Fowler. Containing a e ol evens saree Price, 6 
cents: two copies, 1 cen 


THE RADICAL REVIEW: Vol. 1, handsomely 
bound in cloth, and containing over sixt Essays, Poems, Transla- 
tions, and Reviews, by abe most promi nent radical writers, on 
-indastrial, financial, soc’ literary, scientific, philoso ioa: emni 

“eal, gant relies subjects. "828 pages dctivo- ice, 00. Single 
numbers, $1.1 o 


THE WIND AN D THE WHIRLWIND. A 
ma worthy of a place in every. man’s library, and especial] 
“iteresting toall victims of: British tyranny and mierule. A Tred. 
line: edition, printed: beautifully, in: type, on fine paper, 
‘and bound in: parchment c: : ers, logan an l cheap. 32 pages. 

Price, 25 cents. : 


LAND TENURE. An essay showing 
“mental basia of land mon rapes ened the ade o 
remedies, and- a natural iway:of 
landlórds. By. C. T: Fowler. "Containing a portrait of 
Owen. Price 6 cents; two copies, 10 cents. ; 


THE FALLACIES IN PROGRESS AND 
Poverty.”. A- bold attack: on: porion s ‘of Henry. George. 
Written for the. people, at and as revoluti in-sentiment, and 
even more radical ‘and. Por Poverty.” itself... By 
William Hanson, 191 m ‘elo’ Price, $1.00." 


THE REORGANIZ. TION OF BUSINESS. 
‘An essay showing how the principles of. coüperation. may be réal- 
ized in ‘the Store, the Bank, and the Factory. “By C.T: Fowler. 
Containing u portrait of Ralph Naldo. Emerson: Price, 6 cents; 
two copies, 10 cents. 


WHAT IS FREEDOM, AN D WHEN AM 
IFree? Being an attempt to put Liberty ‘on a rational basis; and 
wrest its kecping from irresponsible pretenders in Church’ and 
State.” By Henry Appleton. . 27- pages; Toce, 15 cents; wo 
copies, 25 cenia. : 


AN ANARCHIST. on AN ARCHY. An elo- 
quent exposition of the beliefs of: Anarchists by a man as eminent. 
in-science as in reform. ByE :Reclus. Followe d -by a sketch 
of the criminal record of the author by. E. Vaughan. ee 10 
cents. 


CORPORATIONS. An essay dean how. the mo- 
~ “nopoly of railroads, te gapis et a may-be abolished without 
the inturvention “of: the C.-T. Fowler.:: Containing a 
portr .t of ‘Wendell Phillips.” Price, 6 cents; ¢wo copies, 10 cents. 


89 |. ‘HE RAILWAY. KINGS ITCH FOR AN 
` * oniy Do they? By a“ Red-Hot. Striker,” of: Scranton, Pa. 
to-an article by William M. Grosvenor. in the. Interna- 

Re evict. Price, 10 cents; per hundréd, $4.00. 


PROHIBIT ION. An essay on the relation of gov- 
ernment:to temperance, Showimg d that: prohibition annot 
hibit, and would: be unneceasary if it could By cut -Fow er. 

- Drice, 6 cents; two copies; 10 cents. * 


INTERN ATIONAL. ADDRESS: JAn ‘elaborate 
efi Working ‘and: very eñtertäining F Tapoeition of the principles 
6. Working. er is cenia, p Inrernan Association. By Wil 


the: govern- 
- governmental 
g, out. the 

Robert 


$ Greene: Pr 


N. An essay. sohwing 
ò public: revenue. shouldbe considered as insurance: 
not to: be-exncted: by: comp sion. By J. Greevz Fis “or. 
Price, 3 cents: ; 


‘MUTUAL BANKING 
“Deficiency of the ool Cireu 
on mo can be 2 
cents. 


‘TAXATION OR F 
: `s‘ Protection t Free Trade.” 


-Showing the “Radical 
z Medium, and how Interest 
aB: Groene: Trice; 25 
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TOLSTOI’S NEW NOVEL, 


THE KREUTZER SONATA. 


Suppressed by the Czar. 


Translated by BENJAMIN R. TUCKER, 


This novel is the boldest werk yet written by the famovs Russian 
author. Dealing with the questions of love and marriage, it urges 
a morality that is more than puritanical in ite severity, while hand- 
ling the delicate subject with all the frankness of the realistic 
selool. In St. Petersburg and Moscow manuscript copies pass 
irom hand to hand and are read aloud in literary circles. 

This book, so far as the central lesson to be drawn from it is con- 
cerned, is of a reactionary characte: , and should not be regarded as 
a part of Liberty’s propaganda. Yet it is a work of interest, almost 
a masterpiece of art, a romance not without sociological importance. 
No lover of independent thought can fail to admire its rare uncon- 
ventionality, the fearless way in which the author addresses polite 
circles upon a subject whick thay generally taboo. 


Price, in cloth, $1.00; in paper, 50 cents. 
Address; BENJ. R. alae pe Box 1008, Bon! Boaton, Mass. 


‘Lore, Mariage, and Diverce, 


ND 


THE SovEREIENTY OF THE INDIVIDUAL. 


A DISCUSSION. BETWEEN 


HENRY JAMES, HORACE GREELEY, and 
STEPHEN PEARL ANDREWS. 


INCLUDING THE FINAL REPLIES OF MR. ANDREWS, EE- 
JECTED BY THE NEW YORK TRIBUNE, AND A SUBSE- 
QUENT DISCUSSION, OCCURRING TWENTY YEARS LA- 
TER, BETWEEN Mit. JAMES AND MR. ANDREWS. 


Price, 35 cents. 


Address: . BENJ. P. TUCKER, Box 3906, Bostox, Mass, 


Free Politic cal Institutions : : 


Their Na re, Essence, and 
Maintenance. 


An Abridgment and Rearrangement of 


LYSANDER SPOONER'S “TRIAL BY JURY.” 


EDITED BY VICTOR YARROS. 


CHAPTERS : 

I. Legitimate Goverr:ment and Majority Rule. II. Trial by 
Jury as a Palladium of Liberty. HI. ‘Trial by J uy as Detined by 
Magna Carta. IV. Objections Answered. ` he Criminal In- 
tent. VI. Moral Considerations for Jurors. VIL Free Ad- 
ministration af Justice. VIII. Juries of the Present Day Illegal. 


PRICE, 25 CENTS. 


Address: BENJAMIN R. ‘TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Mass. 


“THE IRON LAW OF WAGES. 
By HUGO BSBILGRAM. 


Tanis pamphlet demonstrates that wages could not be kept down 
to the cost of the laborer’s subsistence were it not for the monopoly 
by a privileged class of tne right to represent wealth by money. 
Price, 5 cents. 


Address: BENJ. R. PENT. R SUCRE, T Rox 3366, Boston, Mass, 


= The Stor Story of an 


A NOVEL. 
By RALPH IRON (Olive Schreiner). 


A romance, not ts adventure, but of ‘the intollectual life and 
ô S English and German people living am 
Boers and Kafia; picturing the mental struggles £ h which 
they Passed. in thelr evolution from orthodoxy to Lau i; ane 

representing advanced idcas on religious an 
work of remarkable power, beauty, and originality. iy oo pages. 


Price, in Cloth, 60 Cents. 
BENJ. R. TUCKER, Box 3366, Boston, Maas, 


Written in Prison. 
Suppressed by the Czar. 


N. G. TCHERNYCHEWSKY. 


Á Strike ¢ of Millionaire 


AGAINST MINERS; 
Or, The Story of Spring Valley. 


By HENRY D. LLOYD. 


A book to be read by ovoryone who wants to learn the methods 
34 which, in this free and glorious ublic; the pecple are peior 
robbed of their Jabors and Hberties. It takes the coal business 
most representative of the tendency to monopoly, £9 rapidly me 
verting all the t industries of the country iiito private estates 
for the Lords of Industry, and it telle the story of pring Va V: s 
Illinois, made fa:aous by the cruel Jock out there to the men 
into giving up their uniun ard taking iower wages — as a typical 
“modern instance” cf this tendency. It uses this story as an 
illustration of the wicked dritt of our entire buriness sytem to- 
mih exaggerated wealth for the few, and extreme poverty for the 
multitude. 


Price in Cloth, $1.00; in Paper, 50 Cts 
Address: BENJ. R. TUCE =T, Box 3966; Boston, Mase 


= ANARCHISM: 
ITS AIMS AND METHODS 


By. Viotor Yarros. 5 


An address deiivered żt ect first st public meeting of the Boston 
archiets’ Club, aud adopted ty that it organization as as ite 3 


exposition of its prin cles 
tion of the Anarchists’ Club and exp 


30 pages. 


Address: BE: J. R. moonen 


-This work, long Gat at print; ‘is no’ scans 6 to 
mand which for a few years past has been rapidly. 
published about forty `; gen ago; and yet in its tea 
advance of the times, it comes to the present 
as 2 new book. “Josiah: Warren, whose: soc 
writter to expound; was in the habit: of. ‘referrin 
lucid and. complete resentation of biz ideas 
written or ever could: be wri Tt will Seuonbtedty take ran 
the future among the famous bo books of the nineteenth century. 

It consists ce two parts, 28 follows: ‘ 
PART 1,-- The. True Constitution of Government in the So 
reignty of the Individual as the Final Development: of Protestan 

ism, Democracy, and: Socialiani. == 

PART Il.—Cost the Limit: of Price: A Scientific Measure of 
Honesty in Trade, as one of the Fundamenta: Principles in the So 
Intion of the Social Problem... 


Price, ia Cloth, One Dollar. 


Address the Publisher: 
SARAH E. HOLMES, Box 3366, Boston, Mass, 


‘Better than I,” wrote Victor Hugo. to 
Felix Pyat, “you have proved the royalty 
of genius and the divinity of love: 


A Rivai of “Les Miserables.” 


THE RAG-PICK 


By Feliz Pyai. 
Translated from the French by BENJAMIN R. Tucker. 


Fourth Edition now Ready. 


Pa sg ieee e a nore Letncpho 
ue intensity, © jogice, effect, tend- 
ency, and bold reer of social yuestions, Originally written as 
a play. this masterpiece ath 


THE GREATEST 


Rens, Al and | ust 
p n ef a Ni 


Manin Dumas (to the antborj— “i ze have kilet i 
Lemaitre for wa. After- nis e pen- na “The Rag-Picker 
ri he can create wo other Fon n aitre, after » 

"te a AN a 
play in the piece — “7s there, then; such misery in the Fi 
St Antoine?” Frédéric Lemaitre {in reply) = © ie is the 
of Paris”. r 
i abi work of a Titan.” 
Lewis Blane At we have ve the sociali ik draha.” , 
Michelet =" My compliments on” this’ immensely wees 


i drama;” 


Price in oS: fakes in Paper, 50 Cen 





